
























































XX. WILDFIRE. 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or 
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project: 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 
expose project occupants to pollutant 
wncentrations _from a wildfire or ttle 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated infrastructure ( such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power 
lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire 
risk or that may result in tem~orary or ongoing 
impacts to the environment? 

d) Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downs+ope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

Impact Discussion: 

Potentially L~ss_ Than Less Than Analyzed 
S. ·t· t S1gmf1cant s· ·t· t N I Th igm ican with Mitigation igm ican ° n e 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR 

• • • • 
• • • • -

• • • • 

• • • • 

a-d) The project is outside of high fire hazard severity zones and will not b-e impacted by wildfires. 
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XX:1. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a 
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the numb_er or restrict the 
range of a-rare or er.dangered _plant or animal or 
eliminate important -examples ofthe major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project ha\le impacts that are-
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and -the_ effeets of probable future 
projects)? 

c) Does the project have environmental -effects 
which will cause substantial adverse _effects on 
human beings, eifher directly or indirectiy? 

Impact Discussion: 

Potentially L~ss_ Than Less Than Analyzed 
5 . ·t· t S1gmf1cant s· ·t· t N I Th ,gm ,can with Mitigation ,gm ican ° n e 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR 

• • • • 

• • • • 

• - -• • 
a-c) The proposed application does not have the potential to degrade the environment or eliminate a plant 

or animal community. The project would not result in significant cumulative impacts or cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either dir-ectiy-or--indirectly. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 2~ 083, 21083.QS, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. 
Code; Sections 21080, 21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City 
of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency 
(2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. City and County of San 
Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656. 

PA-2000063{MP), PA-2000064{SP), & PA-2000065{SA) - Initial Study 30 



ATTACHMENT: (MAP[SJ OR PROJECT SITE PLAN[SJ) 

i, 

I 
l 

' i 

PA-2000063(MP), PA-2000064(SP). & PA-2000065(SA) - Initial Study 

✓ 

/ 
I 

31 




